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PRE-TRIAL PLEADING OF THE COMMERCIAL GROUP 

The Commercial Group presents this Pre-trial Pleading pursuant to the Notice of 

Continuance of Hearing and Notice of Schedule dated November 30, 2011 in this proceeding.   

I. INTRODUCTION / STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

The Commercial Group has filed rebuttal testimony of witness Steve W. Chriss, CG Ex. 

1.0.  The Commercial Group is an ad hoc group of large retail companies that together support 

tens of thousands of Illinois employees and purchase tens of billions of dollars each year of 

services and supplies from Illinois businesses.  CG Ex. 1.0, p.1.   

II. RATE DESIGN AND CLASS COST ALLOCATION 

In its pre-filed testimony, the  Commercial Group focused on the implementation of 

directives concerning class allocation and rate design in the final order from the last rate case of 

Commonwealth Edison Company (“ComEd”) in Docket No. 10-0467 (“2010 Rate Order”).   

220 ILCS 5/16.111.5(c) provides: 

Until…the Commission approves a different rate design and cost allocation pursuant 
to subsection (e) of this Section, rate design and cost allocation across customer 
classes shall be consistent with the Commission's most recent order regarding the 
participating utility's request for a general increase in its delivery services rates. 

Thus, the approved rate design and cost allocation across customer classes in this docket should 

be consistent with the 2010 Rate Order.  CG Ex. 1.0, p.3.  CTA/Metra witness Bachman 

generally accepted this principle but testified that the Commission might interpret the rate 

formula statute to mean that ComEd should treat this proceeding as its “next rate case” and 
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thereby implement a specific rate directive in the 2010 Rate Order for the “next rate case.”  

CTA/Metra Ex. 1.0, p.4.  The Commission Group believes that if the Commission does adopt 

this interpretation, then the Commission should implement the various directives for the “next 

rate case” that were specified in the 2010 Rate Order, including taking the next step toward 

moving the rate classes to cost and separating the SEC and SERVICE elements in ComEd’s 

distribution loss study.  CG Ex. 1.0, pp.3-4. 

Also with respect to line losses, the Commercial Group agrees with Staff witness 

Rockrohr (ICC Staff Exs. 11.0, 22.0) and Department of Energy witness Etheridge (DOE Ex. 

1.0) that if distribution line losses are updated with new class load data (as ComEd proposes in 

its Exhibit 7.1), then updated transmission loss data should be incorporated as well.  In such 

event, the Commission should use the line losses found in Study Report #7B, which ComEd has 

indicated are the same line loss elements found in ComEd Ex. 7.1 but with updated transmission 

line losses.  On the other hand, if the Commission determines that such updates constitute rate 

design and/or class allocation changes barred by statute from implementation in this proceeding, 

the Commission should use the line losses adopted in the 2010 Rate Order.  Finally, as stated 

above, if the Commission adopts Mr. Bachman’s alternative interpretation, whatever loss study 

adopted in this proceeding should include separated SEC and SERVICE elements. 

Respectfully submitted this 29th day of February, 2012. 

 

/S/  Alan R. Jenkins     
Alan R. Jenkins 
Jenkins at Law, LLC 
2265 Roswell Road, Suite 100 
Marietta, GA 30062 
(770) 509-4866 

Attorneys for The Commercial Group aj@jenkinsatlaw.com  

mailto:aj@jenkinsatlaw.com

